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"fine, or x inflicting a mild corporal punishment, he may
" become, subject to a suit which may terminate in his
" ruin/' . . " The mode of transacting business in
" this country is so fundamentally different from that
" which prevails in England, and so contrary to the letter
" and form of English laws, that scarce any transaction
" tried by their standards will admit of a justification."

The Governor-General and Council, however, called
upon Mr. Shore to take up the duties which so much
alarmed him, observing, " we are not acquainted with any
" instance which might serve as a foundation for the ap-
u prehensions expressed by Mr. Shore/' They did not
like any one, except themselves, to take up their tone of
complaint.

2 Early in 1779 the hands of the Governor-General in
Council were strengthened by the appointment of an
advocate-general, Sir John Day, who was to advise them
in legal matters. He was called upon to advise in a case
which had a singular result, and established an important
principle. This was the case of Dutt i\ Hosea, Mr.
Hosea was the head of the Diwani Adalat at Moorshed-
abad, and was sued for alleged irregularities in the pro-
cedure followed against Gora Chund Dutt. The Advocate-
General thought he had been extremely irregular. In a
rather pretentious paper Day gave it as his opinion that,
though methods of procedure " not a little repugnant to
" those ideas of distributive justice that are familiar to
" the minds of Englishmen," might be reasonable in
India, still, the line must be drawn somewhere, and
Hosea and his colleagues had gone beyond it. What
shocked him so much was as follows :

A sued B.    B counterclainied for a much larger sum,

1 Does this include flogging ?               2 Touchet, Gen. App. No. 4.